





















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































The classification and division of Japanese dialects
ABE  Seiya
The geographical classification of Japanese dialect has been proposed in a variety of dialect theories. 
Misao Tojo's “Dialectal region theory”, which was the first theory in the history of dialect studies, had 
the strongest impact on subsequent studies. Subsequently, the dialectal boundaries were clarified by the 
geolinguistic studies. Furthermore, the necessity of the re-examination of geographical classification was 
identified from a "Dialectal Region" perspective, different from the viewpoints of  the region or dialectal 
boundaries.
In this paper, the validity of geolinguistic regions takes better account of the diachronic view and is 
advocated by presenting examples in terms of the interpretation of the historical formation of the Japanese 
dialects, with greater emphasis placed upon the dialectal boundaries and regions compared with the studies 
of dialectal region theory.
Now, the Tojo's dialectal region theory can be considered as a theory including the diachronic view.
However, its acceptance was divided into synchronic or diachronic perspectives and affected the 
subsequent studies. At the beginning, most interpretations of his theory were synchronic, and then 
studies shifted towards diachronic interpretation. In this paper, firstly, Tojo's dialectal region theory and 
dialectal region proposals by various linguists were compared in order to clarify the issues of the dialect 
classification theory. In addition, this paper presents a bundle of dialect boundaries,"dialectal boundaries", 
which were revealed after Tojo's theory, and peculiar dialect distribution areas, "Dialectal regions", in 
order to verify the important differences from the conventional region boundary.
In the early representative synchronic region theories, it was proposed that the dialect regions were 
divided into three areas; East Japan, West Japan, and Ryukyu, or four areas with West Japan divided into 
two with Kyushu. However, they do not explain the positions of the dialect boundaries sufficiently.
Meanwhile, regional theories proposed by Kindaichi and Fujiwara were both diachronic and were 
excellent in that they could be interpreted with a bundle of dialectal boundaries. 
General theoretical reviews of dialectal regions, dialectal boundaries, and dialectal areas identified the 
differences and inconsistencies of geographical interpretations. The historical interpretation of the dialect 
distribution need to be re-examined through a diachronic perspective to eliminate the inconsistencies.
Seen from the diversity of these dialects, the formation of Japanese dialect can be inferred as having 
passed through more complicated processes than previously thought. Finally, this paper introduces how 
Japanese dialects need to be examined in the perspective of direct influence of Asia-Pacific languages.
Key Words: dialect region, dialect typology, geolinguistic classifications, the triple bundle of isoglosses, 
Misao Tojo's dialectal region theory
